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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The Applicant respectfully requests a one month extension of time for submitting the present 
Amendment/Reply and has filed a petition for such an extension, along with the necessary fees, with 
this Amendment/Reply. 

The Examiner has withdrawn Claims 3 1-45. 

Claims 1 -4 and 6-1 5 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over United States 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0062245 by Niu et al. ("Niu") in view of United States 
Patent No. 6,590,583 to Soohoo et al. ("Soohoo") and United States Patent No. 6,584,237 to Abe 
("Abe"). In addition, Claim 5 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Niu 
and further in view of United States Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0038257 by Joseph et 
al. ("Joseph"). 

Claims 1 -4 have been amended with a view to better defining the invention. No new matter has been 
entered by these amendments. Consequently, the Examiner is respectfully requested to consider the 
amended, previously presented, and original claims in view of the following comments. 

For reference, amended Claim 1 recites the following: 

1 . (Currently Amended) A method for initiating an electronic shopping transaction for a 
user-selectable item presented in an original image on a display screen, comprising: 

displaying the original image on said display screen and receiving a selection signal 

for said item from a user; 

distorting said original image to produce a presentation having a distorted region 
incorporated within said original image for said item, said distorted region including 
a magnified region having a magnification for at least a portion of said item to 
provide said user with detailed information for said item, at least partially 
surrounded by an at least partially compressed region where said magnification 
decreases to that of said original image to provide context for said item with respect 
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to said original image, and displaying said presentation on said display screen to 
replace display of said original image; and, 

receiving a purchase signal for said item from said user to thereby initiate said 
electronic shopping transaction. 

With respect to previous Claim 1, on pages 4-5 of the Office Action, the Examiner cites Niu, 
Soohoo, and Abe against Claim 1 stating: 

". . .Niu et al. does not disclose distorting said original image to produce a distorted region 
within said original image for said item to provide said user with detailed information for 
said item. Soohoo discloses distorting said original image to produce a distorted region for 
said item to provide said user with detailed information for said item (abstract, fig's. 3-5). 
Abe discloses distorting said original image to produce a distorted region within said original 
image for said item to provide said user with detailed information for said item (abstract). It 
would have obvious to modify Niu et al. to include distorting said original image to produce 
a distorted region within said original image (as taught by Abe) for said item to provide said 
user with detailed information for said item such as that taught by Soohoo in order for the 
user to examine the product in detail and for the user to be able to make a better judgment in 
purchasing the product to reduce the cost and effort of extra returns of unwanted products." 

With respect to Abe, the Abstract of that reference (which is cited by the Examiner above) 
recites the following: 

" An expanded-image generating apparatus is provided for original image data, in which a 
plurality of pixels is arranged in a matrix, so as to obtain expanded-image data partitioned 
into a plurality of blocks, each of which is composed of a plurality of pixels. When the 
magnifying power regarding at least one of a direction along width and a direction along 
length in the original image data is set, a pixel arranging processor arranges each pixel in the 
original image data at a position corresponding to a center position of each of the plurality of 
blocks in accordance with the magnifying power. The expanded-image data corresponding 
to the magnifying power is generated at pixel generating positions corresponding to the each 
block by applying a fluency transform to each pixel in the original image data at the 
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position. When the magnifying power is odd numbered, a shifting processor shifts said pixel 
generating positions relative to each corresponding pixel of said original image data by a 
shifting-amount corresponding to said magnifying power such that each arranged pixel of 
said original image data is off-center with respect to said plurality of blocks." 

In addition, please consider the following additional selections from Abe at col. 1 , lines 6-9 and col. 
12, lines 15-20: 

"1. Field of the Invention.. . The present invention relates to a method and apparatus for 
expanding original image data to obtain expanded-image data composed of larger number of 
pixels than that of the original image data ." 

"FIG. 17 is a view showing a flowchart of the expansion processing. The size of the 
expanded-image data J is Z 2 times of the original image data P. Note that, herein the 
magnifying power is represented by 'Z' . . .In Step 10L eachpixelP H is arranged at aposition 
corresponding to the center position of each block. . ." 

It is apparent from these selections that Abe is directed toward expanding the number of pixels in an 
original image to produce an expanded image. For example, as shown in FIG. 2 of Abe, a single 
pixel Pts in the original image P is expanded into a block of nine pixels BO in the expanded image J. 
This is repeated for each pixel in the original image. The method of Abe is applied to an entire 
original image P, that is, to all pixels P^ in the original image P. It is not applied to a selected region 
within the original image P. In addition, Abe does not distort the original image, it simply expands 
the number of pixels in the original image P. Consequently, Abe does not teach or suggest that 
element of amended Claim 1 that recites: " distorting said original image to produce a presentation 
having a distorted region incorporated within said original image for said item ". 

In addition, Abe does not teach or suggest a distorted region (e.g., 410 in the Applicant's FIG. 5) 
having a magnified region (e.g., 420 in the Applicant's FIG. 5) surrounded by a compressed region 
(e.g., 430 in the Applicant's FIG. 5) over which a magnification decreases. Nowhere in Abe is the 
notion of distorted region 410 having a magnified region 420 surrounded by a compressed region 
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430 even remotely suggested. Furthermore, the magnification in Abe is constant rather than 
decreasing. This is apparent from col. 12, lines 15-20 of Abe, which is quoted above and which is 
repeated here as follows: 

"FIG. 17 is a view showing a flowchart of the expansion processing. The size of the 
expanded-image data J is Z 2 times of the original image data P. Note that, herein the 
magnifying power is represented by 'Z' . . .In Step 101, each pixel is arranged at aposition 
corresponding to the center position of each block. . ." 

Thus the magnification Z is constant in Abe. In FIG. 2 of Abe, for example, Z=3 so each pixel Pts in 
the original image P is expanded into a block of nine pixels BO (i.e., Z 2 = (3) 2 = 9). The number 3 is 
a constant. Please see col. 4, lines 10-12 which states: 

"For example, in FIG. 2, the magnifying power is '3' and the expanded-image data has a size 
of 9 times of the original image data P." 

As such, Abe does not teach or suggest that element of amended Claim 1 that recites: " said distorted 
region including a magnified region having a magnification for at least a portion of said item to 
provide said user with detailed information for said item, at least partially surrounded by an at least 
partially compressed region where said magnification decreases to that of said original image to 
provide context for said item with respect to said original image ". 

The Applicant respectfully submits that Abe is simply a technique for increasing the resolution of an 
existing image ("up-resing" in common parlance) and has nothing to do with varying the scale 
locally within a presentation of the image. The Applicant's invention is typically applied to present 
an image at scales less than or equal to the maximum number of pixels of the image (as going much 
beyond that scale makes the data appears obviously "pixelated"), whereas the Abe technique is 
essentially an interpolation algorithm for increasing the number of pixels in the image. Claim 1 is 
simply not directed toward increasing the number of pixels in an image. 

In the "Response to Arguments" section on pages 2-4 of the Office Action, the Examiner provides 
additional new arguments with respect to Claim 1 stating: 
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"This is a 103 rejection. Abe discloses magnifying the image. Abe discloses an expanded- 
image generating apparatus is provided for original image data, in which a plurality of pixels 
is arranged in a matrix, so as to obtain expanded-image data partitioned into a plurality of 
blocks, each of which is composed of a plurality of pixels When the magnifying power 
regarding at least one of a direction along width and a direction along length in the original 
image data is set, a pixel arranging processor arranges each pixel in the original image data 
at a position corresponding to a center position of each of the plurality of blocks in 
accordance with the magnifying power. The expanded image data corresponding to the 
magnifying power is generated at pixel generating positions corresponding to the each block 
by applying a fluency transform to each pixel in the original image data at the position. . . 

Soohoo discloses a method for digital image magnification in a graphical user interface is 
disclosed. In contrast with prior methods which magnify a selected region of an original 
image without preserving its context, the present method provides a method for 
magnification that allows simultaneous viewing of the magnified image and its unmagnified 
context. In a preferred embodiment, the method provides a floating window superimposed 
on an original image. Displayed within the floating window is a magnified image of a 
selected region of the original image. The floating window is centrally positioned over the 
selected region. In one aspect of the invention, the floating window is partially transparent 
so that portions of the original image within the floating window are displayed in a faint 
manner in comparison to portions of the original image outside the floating window. As the 
selected region is moved, typically by a user-controlled pointing device, the floating window 
also moves. The combination of these references discloses the claim limitations. . . 

21 12[R3] Requirement of Rejection Based on Inherency; Burden of Proof . . .The express, 
implicit, and inherent discloses of a prior art reference may be relied upon in the rejection of 
claims under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103. 'The inherent teaching of a prior art reference, a 
question of fact, arises both in the context of anticipation and obviousness.' In re Napier, 
55F.3d 610, 613, 34 USPQ2d 1782, 1784 (Fed. Cir. 1995) (affirmed a 35 U.S.C. 103 
rejection based in part on inherent disclosure in one of the references). See also in re 
Grasselli, 713 F. 2d 731, 739, 218, USPQ 769, 775 (Fed, Cir. 1983)." 
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Thus, the Examiner argues that a combination of Abe and Soohoo "inherently" discloses the subject- 
matter of Claim 1 . 

The requirements for a rejection based on inherency are set out in Section 2112 of the USPTO's 
"Manual of Patent Examination Procedure". In order to establish inherency, the Examiner must 
provide rationale or evidence tending to show inherency. On page 2100-48 (first column, second 
paragraph) of Section 21 12, Ex parte Levy is quoted as follows: "In relying upon the theory of 
inherency, the examiner must provide a basis in fact and/or technical reasoning to reasonably support 
the determination that the allegedly inherent characteristic necessarily flows from the teachings of 
the applied prior art." 

However, in the above selection from the Office Action, the Examiner has neither stated which 
element of Claim 1 is inherently disclosed by Abe and Soohoo nor provided rationale as to how the 
element "necessarily flows" from the teachings of Abe and Soohoo. 

The Applicant respectfully submits that Examiner may have erred in his application of the doctrine 
of inherent disclosure to Claim 1 and/or has not established the necessary elements for rejecting 
Claim 1 under the doctrine of inherent disclosure. 

For reference, amended Claim 2 recites the following: 

2. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1 wherein said distorting further includes 
applying a distortion function to said original image to produce said presentation having said 
distorted region incorporated therein by displacing said original image onto said distortion 
function and projecting said displaced original image onto a plane. 

With respect to previous Claim 2, on page 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner cites Niu and 
Soohoo against Claim 2 stating: 

"... Soohoo discloses creating a lens surface for said distorted region; and, transforming said 
original image by applying a distortion function defining said lens surface to said original 
image (abstract, fig. 7)." 
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The distortion function (or distorted surface) 230 referred to in amended Claim 2 is shown in FIG. 2 
of the Applicant's drawings which is reproduced below. 




Region Outline 
412 (see FIG. 4 
below) 

Now, FIG. 7 of Soohoo, which was cited by the Examiner, is described in Soohoo at col. 3 , lines 46- 
48 as follows: 

"In the preferred embodiment illustrated in FIG. 7, the size of the floating plane region 114 
may be changed in size and the magnification factor may also be changed." 
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FIG. 7 of Soohoo is reproduced below for reference. 
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Please consider the following additional selections from Soohoo: 

"...A selected region of a digital image is magnified and displayed in a floating plane region 
superimposed on the original image [col. 1, line 65 to col. 2, line l]...In a preferred 
embodiment of the invention, the magnified image is displayed in a floating plane region 
114, as shown in FIG. 5. Floating plane region 114 is a magnified image window that is 
positioned on top of the selected region, and moves as the selected region is moved [col. 3, 
lines 2 1-26]... FIG. 8 shows a variation of the preferred embodiment having a floating plane 
region 116 with a circular shape [col. 3, lines 58-60]. ..In another aspect of the invention, a 
floating plane region 122 is provided which is transparent to the original image beneath it, as 
shown in FIG. 9 [col. 4, lines 1 1-13]..." 
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Thus, Soohoo discloses a "floating plane region" 114 that contains a magnified version of a selected 
region of an original image. The floating plane region is superimposed on the original image to 
produce a presentation. Accordingly, Soohoo does not teach or suggest distorting the original image 
by applying a distortion function (or distorted surface) 230 to the original image to produce a 
presentation having a distorted region incorporated therein by displacing the original image onto the 
distortion function and projecting the resulting displaced original image onto a plane (as recited in 
Claim 2). The original image remains undistorted in Soohoo. This is evident in FIG. 7 and is 
especially evident in FIGS. 3, 4, and 9 where the selected region remains visible and is undistorted. 

In addition, while the floating plane region 114 of Soohoo could be considered a "distorted region" 
in that magnifying is a form of distorting, simple magnification is not what is meant by "distorting" 
as described in the Applicant's specification. What is meant by "distorting" is recited in Claim 2, 
namely, applying a distortion function 230 to the original image to produce a presentation (e.g., 505 
in the Applicant's FIG. 5) having a distorted region (e.g., 410 in the Applicant's FIG. 5) incorporated 
therein . The word "plane" in the expression "floating plane region" 114 which is used throughout 
Soohoo would appear to restrict the distortion in Soohoo to simple magnification and not to a 
distorted region (e.g., 410 in the Applicant's FIG. 5) generated by applying a distortion function 230 
to the original image (as recited in Claim 2). 

Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully submits that Soohoo does not teach or suggest those 
elements of Claim 2 which recite " wherein said distorting further includes applying a distortion 
function to said original image to produce said presentation having said distorted region incorporated 
therein by displacing said original image onto said distortion function and projecting said displaced 
original image onto a plane ". 

For reference, amended Claim 3 recites the following: 

3. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 2 wherein said applying further includes 
displaying a graphical user interface ("GUI") over said distorted region for receiving one or 
more signals for adjusting said distortion function. 
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With respect to previous Claim 3, on page 6 of the Office Action, the Examiner cites Soohoo 
against Claim 3 stating: 

"As per claim 3, Soohoo et al. further discloses wherein said creating further includes 
displaying a graphical user interface ('GUI') over said distorted region for adjusting said 
lens surface (abstract)". 

The Abstract from Soohoo recites the following: 

"A method for digital image magnification in a graphical user interface is disclosed. In 
contrast with prior methods which magnify a selected region of an original image without 
preserving its context, the present method provides a method for magnification that allows 
simultaneous viewing of the magnified image and its unmagnified context. In a preferred 
embodiment, the method provides a floating window [122] superimposed on an original 
image. Displayed within the floating window is a magnified image of a selected region of 
the original image. The floating window is centrally positioned over the selected region. In 
one aspect of the invention, the floating window is partially transparent so that portions of 
the original image within the floating window [124] are displayed in a faint manner in 
comparison to portions of the original image outside the floating window [126]. As the 
selected region is moved, typically by a user-controlled pointing device, the floating window 
[122] also moves." 

Nowhere in the Abstract of Soohoo is a distortion function (230 in the Applicant's FIG. 2 above) for 
use in generating a distorted region (e.g., 410 in the Applicant's FIG. 5) within an original image 
disclosed. In particular, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a distortion function 230. Consequently, 
Soohoo does not teach or suggest that element of amended Claim 3 that recites: " wherein said 
applying further includes displaying a graphical user interface ("GUI") over said distorted region for 
receiving one or more signals for adjusting said distortion function ". At most, Soohoo teaches a 
"floating window [122]" that a user may adjust. The Applicant respectfully submits that this is a not 
equivalent to adjusting a distortion function 230. 
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For reference, amended Claim 4 recites the following: 

4. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 3 wherein said distortion function includes a 
focal region corresponding to said magnified region and having an elevation to provide said 
magnification upon said projecting onto said plane and a shoulder region corresponding to 
said compressed region where said elevation decreases to provide said decreasing 
magnification upon said projecting onto said plane and said GUI includes at least one of: a 
slide bar icon for adjusting said elevation and hence said magnification; a slide bar icon for 
adjusting a degree of scooping for said distortion function ; a bounding rectangle icon with 
at least one handle icon for adjusting an extent for said focal region; a bounding rectangle 
icon with at least one handle icon for adjusting an extent for said shoulder region; a move 
icon for adjusting a location for said distortion function within said original image; a pickup 
icon for adjusting a location for an outline of said shoulder region within said original 
image; and, a fold icon for adjusting a location for said focal region relative to said shoulder 
region. 

With respect to previous Claim 4, on page 6 of the Office Action, the Examiner cites Soohoo 
against Claim 4 stating: 

"As per claim 4, Soohoo et al. further discloses wherein said lens surface includes a focal 
region and a base region and said GUI includes: a slide bar icon for adjusting a 
magnification for said lens surface (col. 3, 46-67; fig's. 7 & 8); a slide bar icon for adjusting 
a degree of scooping for said lens surface (col. 3, 46-67; fig's. 7 & 8); a bounding rectangle 
icon with at least one handle icon for adjusting a size and a shape for said focal region (col. 
4, 23-48); a bounding rectangle icon with at least one handle for adjusting a size and a shape 
for said base region (col. 2, 1 6-25); a move icon for adjusting a location for said lens surface 
within said original image (col. 2, 1 6-25); a pickup icon for adjusting a location for said base 
region within said original image; and, a fold icon for adjusting a location for said focal 
region relative to said base region (col. 2, 16-25; col. 3, 46-67; col. 4, 23-48)." 
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First, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a distortion function 230 and in particular Soohoo does not 
teach or suggest a distortion function 230 having a focal region 233 and a shoulder region 234 (see 
the Applicant's FIG. 2 above). The Examiner has not pointed out where in Soohoo this is disclosed. 
The distortion function 230 is adjusted with the GUI 400 shown in FIG. 4 of the Applicant's 
drawings. The Applicant's FIG. 4 is reproduced below for reference. Note that FIG. 4 is a top view 
while FIG. 2 is a side view. 
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Second, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a slide bar icon 440 for adjusting an elevation for the focal 
region 233 of the distortion function 230 and hence a magnification for the magnified region 420 of 
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the distorted region 410. As mentioned above, Soohoo does not teach a distortion function 230. The 
selection from Soohoo cited by the Examiner (i.e., col. 3, lines 46-67) is as follows: 

"In the preferred embodiment illustrated in FIG. 7, the size of the floating plane region 114 
may be changed in size and the magnification factor may also be changed. That is, the plane 
region 114 provides a magnifier that can dynamically magnify a moveable selected region to 
any desired magnification factor while preserving the visual context of the preexisting 
image. As the magnification factor for the floating plane region 114 increases, the 
nonselected image data outside the parameters of the floating plane region are restored to 
preserve the visual context of the overall image. Anyone of ordinary skill in the art will 
appreciate that these and many other specifics may be changed as well. For example, FIG. 8 
shows a variation of the preferred embodiment having a floating plane region 116 with a 
circular shape. A handle 118 attached to region 116 gives this variation of the invention the 
look and feel of a conventional magnifying glass. The preferred embodiment of the 
invention further includes a shadow region 120 having a shape corresponding to that of its 
corresponding floating plane region. Shadow region 120 provides the magnification method 
with the added advantage of helping distinguish the magnified region from the original 
image, and creates the illusion that the corresponding floating plane region is floating above 
the original image." 

The Applicant respectfully submits that nowhere in the above selection is a slide bar icon mentioned 
or suggested. In addition, FIGS. 7 and 8 of Soohoo do not show a slide bar icon for adjusting 
elevation or magnification. 

Third, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a slide bar icon for adjusting a degree of scooping for the 
distortion function 230. As mentioned above, Soohoo does not teach a distortion function 230. The 
selection from Soohoo cited by the Examiner (i.e., col. 3, lines 46-67) is reproduced above. The 
Applicant respectfully submits that nowhere in the above selection or in FIGS. 7 and 8 of Soohoo is 
the concept of scooping even remotely suggested. As explained in paragraph 0079 (as published) of 
the Applicant's specification, "scoop" refers to the concavity of the shoulder region 234 of the 
distortion function 230. 
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Fourth, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a bounding rectangle icon 421 with at least one handle 
icon 481,482 for adjusting an extent for the focal region 233 of a distortion function 230. In 
particular, Soohoo does not teach a focal region 233. All Soohoo teaches is a floating plane region or 
window 114. The selection from Soohoo cited by the Examiner (i.e., col. 4, lines 23-48) is as 
follows: 

"In a preferred embodiment, the present method for digital image magnification in a 
graphical user interface is implemented on a device including a microprocessor connected to 
a display and a pointing device. For example, the present invention is executable on a Sega 
Saturn system. However, the present method also may be implemented on a common 
desktop computer, a video game, a video editing or viewing system, or a desktop publishing 
system by one skilled in the art. As illustrated in FIG. 10, the position of a user-controlled 
pointing device determines a selected region of the original image (block 128). The 
microprocessor then executes commands (block 130) to copy or otherwise acquire image 
data within the selected region and magnify it by standard methods. This image data may be 
represented in the form of pixels, a page description language, or any another form. The 
microprocessor then draws the shadow region for the floating plane region (block 132) and 
draws the floating plane region containing the magnified image data (block 134). Because 
the user-operated pointing device may have caused the selected region to change position, 
the floating plane may have changed position accordingly. Consequently, a portion of the 
original image that was covered by a previous position of the floating plane may need to be 
restored. If this is the case, the microprocessor executes commands to restore this previously 
covered portion of the original image (block 136)." 

The Applicant respectfully submits that nowhere in the above selection is a bounding rectangle icon 
with at least one handle icon for adjusting an extent for a focal region of a distortion function 
mentioned or suggested. 

Fifth, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a bounding rectangle icon 411 with at least one handle icon 
491 for adjusting an extent for the shoulder region 234 of a distortion function 230. In particular, 
Soohoo does not teach a shoulder region 234. All Soohoo teaches is a floating plane region or 
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window 114. The selection from Soohoo cited by the Examiner (i.e., col. 2, lines 16-25) is as 
follows: 

"In one implementation of the invention, the floating plane region is superimposed above the 
selected region so that the floating plane moves as the selected region moves. The effect is 
similar to that of a magnifying glass moving in a plane above the image. As the floating 
plane is moved, an aspect of the invention provides for restoring a portion of the original 
image which was previously covered by the floating plane. The visual context of the image 
is therefore preserved while enabling a movable portion of the image to be magnified." 

The Applicant respectfully submits that nowhere in the above selection is a bounding rectangle icon 
with at least one handle icon for adjusting a size and a shape for a shoulder region of a distortion 
function mentioned or suggested. 

Sixth, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a move icon 460 for adjusting a location for a distortion 
function 230 within an original image. In particular, Soohoo does not teach a move icon 460. In 
addition, as discussed above, Soohoo does not teach a distorted region (e.g., 410 in the Applicant's 
FIG. 5) incorporated within an original image. All Soohoo teaches is a floating plane region or 
window 114. The selection from Soohoo cited by the Examiner (i.e., col. 2, lines 16-25) is 
reproduced above. The Applicant respectfully submits that nowhere in this selection is a move icon 
for adjusting a location for a distortion function within an original image mentioned or suggested. 

Seventh, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a pickup icon 450 for adjusting a location for an outline 
of a shoulder region 412 within an original image. In particular, Soohoo does not teach a pickup icon 
450. In addition, as discussed above, Soohoo does not teach a distorted region 410 incorporated 
within an original image. All Soohoo teaches is a floating plane region or window 114. The 
Applicant notes that the Examiner has not made a particular reference to Soohoo for this claim 
limitation. However, the Applicant respectfully submits that nowhere in Soohoo is a pickup icon for 
adjusting a location for an outline of a shoulder region within an original image mentioned or 
suggested. 

Eighth, Soohoo does not teach or suggest a fold icon 470 for adjusting a location for the focal region 
233 relative to the shoulder region 234. In particular, Soohoo teaches neither a focal region 233 nor a 
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shoulder region 234. As explained in paragraph 0077 (as published) of the Applicant's specification, 
"folding" refers to the positioning of the focal region 233 beyond the extent of the shoulder region 
234 or base region 412. In such a case, the focal region 233 is "folded" over the shoulder region 234 
or base region 412. The selections from Soohoo cited by the Examiner (i.e., col. 2, linesl6-25; col. 3, 
lines 46-67; and, col. 4, lines 23-48) are reproduced above. The Applicant respectfully submits that 
nowhere in Soohoo is a fold icon for adjusting a location for the focal region relative to the shoulder 
region mentioned or suggested. 

Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully submits that Soohoo does not teach or suggest those 
elements of Claim 4 which recite " wherein said distortion function includes a focal region 
corresponding to said magnified region and having an elevation to provide said magnification upon 
said projecting onto said plane and a shoulder region corresponding to said compressed region where 
said elevation decreases to provide said decreasing magnification upon said projecting onto said 
plane and said GUI includes at least one of: a slide bar icon for adjusting said elevation and hence 
said magnification; a slide bar icon for adjusting a degree of scooping for said distortion function ; a 
bounding rectangle icon with at least one handle icon for adjusting an extent for said focal region; a 
bounding rectangle icon with at least one handle icon for adjusting an extent for said shoulder 
region; a move icon for adjusting a location for said distortion function within said original image; a 
pickup icon for adjusting a location for an outline of said shoulder region within said original image; 
and, a fold icon for adjusting a location for said focal region relative to said shoulder region ". 

With respect to Claim 5, on page 8 of the Office Action, the Examiner cites Niu and Joseph 
against Claim 5 stating: 

"...Niu et al. does not disclose a DVD image, a video cassette image, a cable television 
image, a satellite television image, and a video game image. Joseph et al. discloses a 
television image (p31). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include pictures of other objects such as a DVD or a video game. It would have been 
obvious to modify Niu et al. to include images such as images of a television, dvd or video 
game such as that taught by Joseph et al. in order for the buyer to have a diverse selection of 
purchasable items to examine in detail before purchasing ." 
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Note that the first two sentences of paragraph 0031 of Joseph, as cited by the Examiner, state the 
following: 

"In an interactive TV system, for example, the auxiliary data includes the video and audio 
portions of the underlying television signal. For example, the auxiliary data would include 
video packets containing MPEG, or MPEG-like, encoded data representing the television 
image and audio packets containing digitally encoded audio." 

These sentences should be read in the proper context. Consider paragraphs 0010 and 00 1 1 of Joseph 
which state: 

"[0010] The inventors propose a distributed computing system in which a server computer 
continuously produces a data stream. This data stream acts a mass storage device for the 
client computers receiving it. This data stream repetitively includes data representing a 
distributed computing application in which the client computer may participate, including 
executable code and data. A transport mechanism, including a high speed, one-way, 
communication path, carries the data stream from the server to the client. The client receives 
the data stream, extracts the distributed computing representative data and executes the 
distributed computing application....[0011] In accordance with principles of the present 
invention, a distributed computer system comprises a source of a continuous data stream 
repetitively including data representing a distributed computing application and a client 
computer, receiving the data stream, for extracting the distributed computing application 
representative data from the data stream, and executing the extracted distributed computing 
application." 

Thus, Joseph discloses a computing system that implements mass storage through the continuous 
production of a data stream which may include data representing a television image. 
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The Applicant respectfully submits that the combination of Niu and Joseph does not teach or suggest 
the subject matter of Claim 5 as there does not appear to be sufficient motivation for this 
combination. 

First, as mentioned above, Niu is directed toward a method for determining whether a promotion 
should be offered to a user of a website. In other words, it is a method for determining whether a 
form of detailed information (i.e., a promotion) should be provided to a user. As such, the 
incorporation of the mass storage data stream of Joseph into Niu would not appear to be something 
that would assist in determining whether a promotion should be offered to a user. 

Second, the Examiner has not established the required motivation for combining Niu and Joseph. 
While the Examiner has cited a passage from Joseph describing what Joseph teaches, the Examiner 
has not cited any passages from Niu that would suggest a combination with Joseph nor has the 
Examiner explained how Niu suggests a combination with Joseph. 

The Examiner is respectfully reminded that the standard for obviousness is not whether the prior art 
could have been modified to achieve the invention (this is substantially always the case), rather, the 
standard is whether the prior art provides motivation for one of ordinary skill in the art to make the 
claimed invention. Recall the following selection from In re Laskowski, 871 F.2d 115,117 (Fed. Cir. 
1989), citing In re Gordon, 733 F.2d 900, 902, 221 USPQ 1 125, 1 127 (Fed. Cir. 1984): "Although 
the Commissioner suggests that Hoffman could readily be modified to form the Laskowski structure, 
'[f]he mere fact that the prior art could be so modified would not have made the modification 
obvious unless the prior art suggested the desirability of the modification.'" 

To reiterate, the Examiner has not shown how the prior art (i.e., Niu) suggests the desirability of the 
modification (i.e., the combination with Joseph) suggested. Rather, the Examiner has merely placed 
Niu and Joseph side-by-side and cited a passage from Joseph that describes what Joseph teaches. 

With respect to Claim 1 1, on page 7 of the Office Action, the Examiner cites Niu against Claim 
11 stating: 

"As per claim 11, Niu et al. further discloses said detailed information is purchasing 
information for said item (p.7)." 
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For reference, Claim 1 1 recites the following: 

11. (Original) The method of claim 1 wherein said detailed information is purchasing 
information for said item. 

The selection from Niu cited by the Examiner (i.e., paragraph 0007) is as follows: 

"[0007] In rapidly growing numbers, businesses and consumers are moving their routine 
commercial activities into the electronic marketplace of the WWW (this phenomenon is 
known as electronic commerce, or simply e-commerce). The growth of electronic networks 
has given businesses of all sizes unprecedented access to new markets. Many businesses 
have begun to sell their goods and services over the WWW by placing their catalogues on 
their Web pages, such catalogues listing content-related information (e.g. product 
description, price, availability) about the various goods and services offered for sale. It is 
fairly common for a consumer to browse a business' catalog, select a product, place an order 
for the product, and pay for the product all electronically over the Internet." 

The Applicant respectfully submits that Niu does not teach or suggest purchasing information for an 
item being provided to a user through a distorted region incorporated within an original image (as 
recited in Claim 1 1 which depends from Claim 1). In particular, Niu does not teach a distorted region 
incorporated within an original image. The Applicant respectfully submits that nowhere in the above 
selection from Niu cited by the Examiner is the distortion of an original image to provide purchasing 
information for a selected item mentioned or suggested. 

Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully submits that Niu does not teach or suggest that element of 
Claim 1 1 which recites: "wherein said detailed information is purchasing information for said item". 

Similarly, the Applicant believes that Claims 12-15, being dependent on Claim 11 and adding 
patentable features thereto, are also patentable over Niu. 
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In summary, for the reasons given above, the Applicant believes that amended Claim 1 is patentable 
over Niu, Soohoo, and Abe as these references do not teach or suggest the subj ect matter of amended 
Claim 1 . Similarly, the Applicant believes that Claims 2-15, being dependent on amended Claim 1 
and adding patentable features thereto, are also patentable over the Niu, Soohoo, Abe, and Joseph 
references. 

No new subject matter has been introduced by the above amendments. 



The Applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. 



Date: March 5, 2007 By 



Respectfully submitted, 
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